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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1 . Acknowledgment is made of applicant's claim for foreign priority based on an 
application filed in Taiwan on 8/16/2002. It is noted, however, that applicant has not 
filed a certified copy of the 091 1 1 8588 application as required by 35 U.S.C. 1 1 9(b). 

Drawings 

2. The drawings were received on 1 1/24/2003. These drawings are acceptable. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in 
the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession 
of the claimed invention. In particularly, the specification of the instant application fails 
to support the feature "makes different control demands corresponding to the 
counterparts of the first image data or the second image data" as now cited in claim 8. 

4. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

As per claim 8 (line 5), the term "the counterparts" lacks clear antecedent basis. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wells et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,870,683) in view of Siefken (U.S. Patent Application No. 
2002/0191113). 

As per independent claim 1, Wells et al teach a method and apparatus for 
displaying user-selectable animation sequence on the display screen of a mobile phone 
(col.2, lines 15-18) comprising a microphone for transforming voice into a sound signal 
(Fig.1, 19), a radio module for transmitting the sound signal via radio, receiving signals 
transmitted to the mobile phone via radio and generating a corresponding 
communication signal (Fig.1, 14, 16; col.3, lines 8-14), a speaker for transforming the 
communication signal into sound wave (Fig.1, 17), a controller for controlling operations 
of the mobile phone (Fig.1, 18; col.3, lines 16-23), a display for displaying pictures 
(Fig.1, 20; Figs.4A-4C), a memory for storing pictures (Fig.1, 24; col.3, lines 59-64). It 
should be noticed that Wells et al fails to implicitly teaches how to generating a plurality 
of image data for display as now claimed, e.g., "generating a plurality of image data 
from the original picture to form a varying picture". Rather, Wells et al teach storing at 
least one current animation array containing a plurality of images, each of which being 
displayed after a predetermined period of time on the display screen (col.3, line 59 
through col.4, line 3; Figs.4A-4C, "to, T1, T2"). However, Siefken teaches another data 
processing comprising a step of receiving/storing an initial image, i.e., "original picture" 
and generating a plurality of image data from the original picture to form a varying 
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picture for display (Fig.9, [0082]-[0084]). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement the concept of 
generating a plurality of image data from the original picture to form a varying picture as 
described by Siefken into Wells et al system in order to make it more efficient since it 
would have reduced the memory space for storing a plurality of pictures to be displayed 
by simply storing just one picture, i.e., "original picture", and generating a plurality of 
pictures from that picture for display as now claimed. 

As per dependent claim 2, Siefken further teaches wherein the varying picture is 
different from the original picture ([001 5], lines 1 -3). 

As per dependent claim 3, Siefken further teaches a step of causing the color 
component, i.e., "image data", of the original picture changed in order to generate a 
varying picture ([0082], lines 4-7). This inherently includes a step of generating an 
original image data from the original picture as now claimed. 

As per dependent claim 4, Siefken further teaches wherein the varying picture is 
calculated from the original image data by a calculation rule ([0016] and [0082], i.e., 
each of the varying pictures being generated by calculating the differences in hue, 
brightness, color space or angle of view with respect to the preceding image). 

As per dependent claim 5, Siefken further teaches wherein the calculation rule is 
selected by the user ([0040], lines 7-12, i.e., the parameter defining the differences in 
hue, brightness, color space or angle of view with respect to the preceding image, i.e., 
"calculation rule", is selected by the user ([0048] lines 1-6)). 
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As per dependent claims 6 and 14, Wells et al further teach a control panel 
electronically connected .with the controller for receiving control demands and 
transmitting the control demands to the controller (col.3, lines 24-32, "keypad 22"). 

As per dependent claims 7 and 15, it should be noticed that the system of Wells 
et al in view of Seifken fails to implicitly teach a step of setting a predetermined period of 
time for displaying each of a plurality of images on the display screen. However, such a 
concept of setting a predetermined period of time for displaying each of a plurality of 
images on the display screen was commonly well known in the computer art at the time 
the invention was made, e.g., "slide show", "screen saver" softwares. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
implement the concept of allowing the user to set a predetermined period of time for 
displaying each of a plurality of images on the display screen into Wells et al system in 
order to make it more user friendly since it would have allowed the user to select a 
desired transition time in presenting each of a plurality of images as now claimed. 

As per dependent claim 8, due to the rejections under 112, 1 st and 2 nd paragraph 
to the claim as indicated in above, the examiner relies on the dictionary defining the 
term "counterparts" as "duplications" in rejecting the claim, the system of Wells et al in 
view of Seifken further teaches a step of generating the first image data or the second 
image data (Seifken's Fig.9, 91, [0082]) and make different control demands correspond 
to the counterparts of the first image data or the second image data (Seifken's Fig.9, 94, 
[0085], i.e., making a copy of image 11). 
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As per dependent claims 9 and 16, Wells et al further teach wherein the memory 
is a non-volatile memory (col. 3, lines 43-53). 

Claim 10 is similar to claim 1, Seifken further teaches a step of 
generating/displaying the second picture from the first picture (Fig.9, 91-94), and 
wherein the first picture and second picture are both different from the original picture 
([0015], lines 1-3). 

As per dependent claim 11, Seifken further teaches wherein the first picture is 
different from the second picture ([001 5], lines 1 -3). 

As per dependent claims 12-13, Seifken further teaches the features as now 
claimed at [0016]. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to CLIFF N. VO whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7651 . The examiner can normally be reached on 2nd Monday Off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, MATTHEW BELLA can be reached on 571-272-7778. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is .571 : 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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